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English Language Arts — Grade 3 Released Items Fall 2006

PEER RESPONSE TO THE STUDENT WRITING SAMPLE
DIRECTIONS:

Write a response to the question in the box below. You may look back at the
student writing sample as often as needed.

37 How could the writer make this paragraph more interesting?

Use details from the student writing sample to support your
answer.

Use the checklist on the next page to help you with your response.

Your response must be written in the lined spaces on page 51. Only the writing
on page 51 will be scored. No extra sheets may be used.
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English Language Arts — Grade 3 Released Items Fall 2006

PART 3B: CHECKLIST FOR THE
PEER RESPONSE TO THE STUDENT WRITING SAMPLE

DIRECTIONS:
Use this checklist to help you with your response. Your response must be written
in the lined spaces on the next page.
CHECKLIST:
Do I clearly answer the question that was asked?
Do I support my answer with details from the student writing sample?

Is my response complete?
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Michigan Educational Assessment Program
Writing: Peer Response to the Student Writing Sample
Grade 3-8
Holistic Score Point Descriptions

Here is an explanation of what readers think about as they score this writing:

4 The response clearly and fully addresses the task and demonstrates an understanding
of the effective elements of writing that are relevant to the task. Ideas are supported by
relevant, specific details from the student writing sample. There may be surface feature
errors, but they do not interfere with meaning.

3 The response addresses the task and demonstrates some understanding of the
effective elements of writing that are relevant to the task. ldeas are somewhat
supported with a mix of general and specific relevant details from the student writing
sample. There may be surface feature errors, but they do not interfere with meaning.

2 The response demonstrates limited ability to address the task and may show limited
understanding of the effective elements of writing that are relevant to the task. Ideas
may be supported with vague and/or partially relevant details from the student writing
sample. There may be surface features that partially interfere with meaning.

1 The response demonstrates an attempt to address the task with little, if any,
understanding of the effective elements of writing that are relevant to the task. The
response may include generalizations about the student writing sample with few, if any,
details. There may be surface feature errors that interfere with meaning.

Condition codes for unratable papers (zeroes):

A — Off Topic

B — Written in a Language other than English or lllegible

C - Blank or Refusal to Respond

D — Summarized, revises, and/or copies the student sample, making no connection to the question asked
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